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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distincdy claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distincdy claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

In claim 4, line 3, there is no antecedent basis for "said at least one side flange". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

* 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejecdons under this section made in this Office action: 

♦ 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in 
this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 2 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kengo (JP 
publication 2002-119452). 
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The publication to Kengo discloses the invention as is claimed, including a mop device 

(fig.4) to engage a ground surface and having a handle (not numbered but shown) with a support 

element (22) attached to a bottom thereof. An abrasive surface member (10) including a resilient 

element (18,20) with upper and lower cover members (16a,16b) joined together via a coupling 

element (fig.3) to form swellings (14) and depressions (12). 

With respect to claim 2, the cover members show edges that appear as flanges that extend 

■ 

beyond the resilient element and are foldable to engage the support element. Nothing would 
prevent such folding. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kengo (JP publication 
2002-1 1 9452) in view of Smith (US patent 6,745,434). 

The publication to Kengo discloses all of the above recited subject matter with the exception 
of the flanges of the cover members including a notch to define flaps to facilitate engaging the 
support element. 
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The patent to Smith discloses (figs. 12,13) attachment of cleaning floor cloth (10C) to a 
support element (6A,8A) which is a conventional sponge mop. The floor cloth includes flanges with 
a notch therein to define flaps (22,22 A) such that the floor cloth can engage and attach to a support 
element (6A). Hook and loop fastening structure (26) are provided on an upper surface of the floor 
cloth to secure the floor cloth onto the support structure. 

It would have been obvious to one of skill in the art to notch the flanges of the cleaning 
cloth of Kengo, as suggested by Smith, to enable wrapping of the cloth around the support element 
to provide a secure connection thereto while accommodating the handle. 

Claims 4, 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kengo (JP 
publication 2002-119452) in view of Policicchio et al (US patent application publication 
2003/0126709). 

The patent to Kengo discloses all of the above recited subject matter with the exception of 
the cover member including a securing device attached to the side flange to engage the support 
element, the detachably attaching means including a coupling device on the upper cover sheet to 

* 

secure to a coupling device on the support element. 

The patent to Policicchio disclose using hook and loop fastening couplers or adhesives, one 
on the supporting element (24) and one on the upper cover sheet or attaching layer (403) to couple 
the abrasive surface member (fig.4b) to the supporting element (see paragraphs 275, 277, 279, etc). 

It would have been obvious to one of skill in the art to employ couplers to attach the 
abrasive surface member to the supporting element, as clearly suggested by Policicchio, to enable 
easy replacement of the surface member when necessary. 



Application/Control Number: 10/666,602 Page 5 

Art Unit: 1744 

With respect to claims 4 and 6, when couplers are attached to the cover member for securing 
it with the support element, it will* be attached to both upper and lower cover members. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kengo (JP publication 
2002-119452) in view of Policicchio et al (US patent application publication 2003/0126709) as 
applied to claim 7 above and further in view of Smith (US patent 6,745,434). 

The patents to Kengo and Policicchio disclose all of the above recited subject matter with 
the exception of a sponge member on the bottom of the support element residing between the 
abrasive surface member and a supporting base. 

The patent to Smith discloses all of the above recited subject matter, including a convention 
sponge mop that includes a sponge on a supporting base. 

It would have been obvious to one of skill in the art to attach the modified floorcloth of 
Kengo to an existing sponge mop, as clearly suggested by Smith, to enhance the cleaning capability 
of an existing sponge mop. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicants 
disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Gary K. Graham whose telephone number is 571-272-1274. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Tuesday to Friday (6:30-4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Gladys J. Corcoran can be reached on 571-272-1214. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Gary K Graham 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1744 
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